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3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1, 453 O.G. 213. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

In response to the amendment filled on 6/20/2007, all the amendments to the claims 
have been entered and the action follows: 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed on 6/20/2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant argues that the reference Mizuno fails to disclose "which are disposed at 
corresponding identical locations or adjacent locations on the different chips 
when overlapped with each other." for the claims 1-22 and 30-42 (see remarks page 
12 paragraph 3). Examiner disagrees and would like to point out the applicants 
statement, "One of the classifications used by Mizuno are based on locations on 
different chips when overlapped". This statement contradicts the applicant's arguments. 
With regard to claim 24-26, the claim includes "setting a threshold value for defect 
extraction in accordance with feature amounts for the defect candidates for each 
of the groups." (see remarks page 12 paragraph 4) this recitation is not taught or 
suggested by Mizuno. Examiner disagrees, the reference of Mizuno in figure 
3, numerical 1 1 , does has a reference that is the threshold and the setting of the 
threshold has to be there in order to compare to the threshold. 

Therefore, all the arguments are not persuasive and the rejection stands. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 2, 3, and 30-33 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

4. Claims 2 and 3 recites the limitation "the product" in line 2 and 3 respectively. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

5. Claim 30 recites the limitation "product units" in line 14. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

6. Claim 31 and 32 recites the limitation "the product" in line 2 and 3 respectively. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
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under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

9. Claims 1-7, 9-22, 24-26 and 30-42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mizuno (US 6047083). 

Claims 1-7, 9-22 and 24-26 the rejections are respectfully maintained and incorporated 
by references as set forth in the prior office action (dated 1/22/2007). 
With respect to newly added claims 30-42, the limitations of these claims are similar to 
that of the prior claims, and therefore are rejected for the same reasons as claims 1-7, 
9-22 and 24-26. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Vikkram Bali whose telephone number is 571.272.7415. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 7:00 AM - 3:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Eileen Lillis can be reached on 571.272.6928. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. / 
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